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4.  NUMBER  OF  OBJECTS 
One 


5.  LENGTH  OF  OBSERVATION 
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no.  CONCLUStOh 
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Photos  Otharj  ( P-'iOCESS LMG  DEr5;CT) 
sightings  (NOT  Oac-'tHVED) 


II.  BRIEF  SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


j 6,  TYPE  OF  OBSERVE 
SjLiXSX  U/A 

moH 

7.  COURSE 
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0.  PHOTOS 

XXY.. 

n No 

The  observer  at  no  time  saw  the  object 
roll  of  film  when  he  developed  it* 


The  Image  was  on  cne 


COMMENTS t Ihoto  experts  stated  that  the  image  could  possible 
be  the  result  of  a film  processing  defect,  such  as  a bubble  in 
the  developer  or  a light  reflection. 
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iris  report  is  written  to  fulfill  a request,  Aork  Order  I-iunber  67-113,  i;V.l"itt:- 
luir.tanilla,  Jr.  T0ST/U7C,  ‘o  Ijtj-r.iue  the  ic-jntit/  of  ths  unidentifioi  c'.\j':?t 


2.  A!‘-.".‘  ,T. '■:  Tne  object  ccumou  b-j  difinitoly  identified.  Tnere  is  the  po.uibilitv 

it  ceui  ; 'i  filn  orocejsinn  . ;ch  s ; a bvbbie  in  tin;  develop er/  or  n li^nt  -'ufl 

Jiii  w ,"'1  tne  criginai.  no'^ative  could  posrioly  reveal  net*;  infomation  which  oennot  ~ 

glee:. ;d  r-.n;'t  ■/•'.■;;  piper  prints  that  have  been  :’!i'e  nvalliile. 
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alifornia  91767 
Juna  26,  1967 


I-ia.-ior  Kao  tor  Quintinilla,  Jr. 

Director,  U.3.A.?.  "Project  Blue  Book" 

Air  Force  Research  and  Bevelopment  Comand 
’.r.ri£;ht-Patterson  Air  Force  Base 
Bay ton,  Ohio 

Bear  Major  Quin.tinilla: 

The  enclosed  photograph,  containing  what  apoe 
"unidentif led  flying  object,"  is  hereby  subicitted 
with  other  such  photographs  in  your  files. 


ars  to  be  an 
for  comcaricon 


It  v/as  taken  shortly  before  10  A.II. , Wednesday,  June  14-,  1967, 
near  Banders , California,  vdiile  the  carcera  was  pointed  in  a northeasterly 
direction.  The  carcera  (a  Rolleicord)  v/as  set  at  fl6  v;ith  a shutter 
speed  of  l/25Qt}i  of  a second.  A K2  yellow  filter  ^.fas  used  to  slightly 
darken  the  sky  so  that  the  white  docie  of  the  building  being  photographed 
v.Duld  stand  out  more  clearly.  The  film,  Kodak  Plus-X,  was  developed 
in  a solution  marketed  commercially  as  X35C  for  12-j  minutes  at  a 
tcaoc nature  of  70®F, 


The  build  in -r^  is  re 
coastracted  by  Mr^||^0 
of  the  opinion  th^^^r 
had  intended  to  us a th 
mama sine  article  about 

I.  Jf 

Tiu'ef)  earlier  visits  to 
photogi’aphs  due  to  the 
All  of  these  earlier  vi 
therefore,  I had  decide- 
during  the  fourth  visit 


posi 

c?  ■*  + c 


by 


aJi  "Integratron"  or  "Time  Machine 
HHBh^l  of  nearby  Giant  Rock.  I am 

is  an  out-and-out  fraud,  and  I 
_ranh  to  illustrate  a tongue-in-cheek 
"Time  liachine"  :Uid  the  Giant  Rock  ai'ca. 

site  had  resulted  in  unsatisfactory 
tion  of  the  rnm  or  incorrect  exposure, 
had  been  made  late  in  the  afternoon; 

Sr3e  if  I couldn't  get  better  results 
taking  the  photographs  in  the  morning. 


h'hen  tiio  enclcsed  photograph  v;as  tai:en,  the  camera  ’was  mo'unted 
on  a tripod.  I focused  it,  made  the  settings  noted  above,  and  then 
stood  in  front  of  it  and  to  one  side  so  that  my  shadow  would  protect 
th-c  le!;s  from  the  lirect  glare  of  the  sun.  At  the  moment  I tripped 
the  shutter  by  pushing  r.  cable  release,  I was  looking  at  the  lens, 

.not  at  the  object  being  photographed.  .At  no  ti.me  did  I actually 
sec  the  apparent  "unidentified  flying  object"  in  the  photograph. 

ks  soon  as  I inspected  the  film  after  its  development,  I noticed 
a donut-shaped  object  in  the  sky  above  the  building's  dome.  It 
u ttur.-d  to  be  nn  und;;vo.icr,  :d  sect  surrcur.dsi  by  a clear  area,  iraturail:', 
tne  clear  ai’oa.  appears  as  a ri.;j  in  t'ns  f ja  print. 


Hy  first  reaction  v;as  to  conclude  that  soxehovf  the  developer 
had  failed  to  reach  that  spot  and  that  the  result  v.'as  a flav;  on  the- 
negative.  Perhaps,  I thought,  that  portion  of  the  film  had  been 
touc-iing  another  spot  on  the  same  roll  as  it  lay  coiled  in  the 
devoloniccnt  tank.  But  no  corresponding  flavr  appears  anywhere  else 
j.i  t.'-:.;  TjH.  The  tar.k  i'.-c ' ..•ju  tally , is  a Ik  oc.  hlkor, 

d e s i -rn  o d to  ho  Id  o r.o  r o 11  o ? 1 i 0 f i . l.u . 
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Kere  are  some  other  factors  about  the  situation  that  seen 
strange  to  me: 

(l)  If  the  white  spot  is  the  result  of  lack  of  developnent,  vihat 
is  the  explanation  for  the  clear  ring  (clear  on  the  negative,  that 
is)  surrounding  i-c? 


(2)  Instead  of  being  clearly  defined  arouiid  the  edges,  as  might 
bo  expected  of  a spot  caused  by  chemicals,  this  spot  is  fuzzy 
around  the  edges,  as  might  be  expected  in  the  photograph  of  an 
object  in  motion. 

(5)  I have  taken  and  developed  thousands  of  pictures,  and  this  is  the 
first  time  I have  seen  anything  like  this  on  any  of  them.  It  is 
certainly  an  astounding  coincidence  that  the  one  picture  in  which 
it  dees  appear  v;as  taken  in  an  area  in  which  flying  saucer  sightings 
have  been  so  often  reported  and  that  it  appears,  not  superiraposed 
on  the  building  or  on  the  ground,  but  in  the  sky,  vrhere  one  v;ould 
expect  to  see  a flying  saucer. 

* 

I still  think  the  "object"  shovm  in  this  picture  is  the  result 
of  some  accident  during  development,  but  because  of  the  factors 
above  I am  submitting  this  pi'int  for  your  opinion  and  for 
in.;-'rtion  in  your  files.  If  you  i/ould  like  to  see  the  negative  as 
well,  please  let  me  knov:  and  I'll  send  it  to  you. 

Sincerely,  f 


Poniona,  California  91767 
Juna  26,  1967 


Major  Hector  Quint inilla,  Jr. 
Director,  U.S.A.F.  "Project  Blue  Book 
Air  Force  Research  and  Development  Co 
Wright -Patterson  Air  Force  Base 
Dayton,  Ohio 


The  enclosed  photograph,  containing  what  appears  to  be  an 
"unidentified  flying  object,"  is  hereby  submitted  for  comparison 
with  other  such  photographs  in  your  files. 


It  was  taken  shortly  before  10  A.M.,  Wednesday,  June  14,  1967, 
near  Landers,  California,  while  the  cpnera  was  pointed  in  a northeasterly 
direction.  The  camera  (a  Rolleicord)  was  sot  at  fl6  with  a shutter 
speed  of  l/250th  of  a second.  A K2  .yellow  filter  v^as  used  to  slightly 
darken  the  sky  so  that  the  white  dome  of  the  building  being  photographed 
would  stand  out  more  clearly.  The  film,  Kodak  Pius-X,  was  developed 
in  a solution  marketed  commercially  as  X33C  for  12-^  minutes  at  a 
temperature  of  70°F. 


The  build  iru^isremite^t^JDean  "Integratron"  or  "Tine  Machin 
construe  bed  by  nearby  G^nt  Rock.  I am 

of  the  opinion  thatVH|flM|||H||[M4Hp^ i ^ and  I 

had  intended  to  use  xhe  photograph  to  illustrate  a tongue-in-cheek 
magaaino  article  about  the  "Time  Machine"  and  the  G-iant  Rock  area. 
Three  earlier  visits  to  the  site  had  resulted  in  unsatisfactory 
photographs  due  to  the  position  of  the  sun  or  incorrect  exposure. 
All  of  these  earlier  visits  had  been  made  late  in  the  afternoon; 
therefore,  I had  decided  to  see  if  I couldn't  get  better  results 
during  the  fo\irth  visit  by  taking  the  photographs  in  the  morning. 


When  the  enclosed  photograph  was  taken,  the  camera  was  moiinted 
on  a tripod.  I focused  ic,  made  tne  oe««ing3  noted  above,  and  then 
stood  in  front  of  it  and  to  one  side  so  that  my  shadow  would  protect 
lend  from  the  direct  glp.re  of  the  S'dn.  At  the  moment  I tripped 
the  shutter  by  pushing  a caole  release,  X was  looking  at  the  lens, 
not  at  the  object  being  photographed.  At  no  time  did  I actually 
see  the  apparent  "unidentified  flying  object"  in  the  photograph. 


As  soon  as  I Inspec 
a donut-shaped  object  in 
aooep.red  to  be  an  undeve 


cl  the  film  after  its  development,  I noticed 
he  sky  above  the  building's  dome.  It 
Dod  snot  surrounded  by  a clear  area.  Katur 
a black  rina:  in  the  finished  orint. 


My  first  reaction  was  to  conclude  that  somehow  the  developer 
had  failed  to  reach  that  spot  anl  that  the  result  was  a flaw  on  the 
negative.  Perhaps,  I thought,  that  portion  of  the  film  had  been 
touching  another  spot  on  the  same  roll  as  it  lay  coiled  in  the 
dev  il  opmer.t  tank.  Bint  no  corresponding  fle.w  appears  anywhere  else 


(more) 
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Here  are  sorae  other  factors  about  the  situation  that  seen 
strange  to  me: 

(1)  If  the  white  spot  is  the  result  of  lack;  of  developaent, 

is  the  explanation  for  the  clear  ring  (clear  on  the  negative,  that 

is)  surrounding  it? 

(2)  Instead  of  being  clearly  defined  aroimd  the  edges,  as  might 
be  expected  of  a spot  caused  by  chemicals,  this  spot  is  fuzzy 
aroiind  the  edges,  as  might  be  expected  in  the  photograph  of  an 
object  in  motion. 

(3)  I have  taken  and  developed  thousands  of  pictures,  and  this  is  the 
first  time  I have  seen  anything  like  this  on  any  of  them.  It  is 
certainly  an  astounding  coincidence  that  the  one  pic «ure  in  which 

it  does  appear  was  taken  in  an  area  in  which  flying  saucer  sightings 
have  been  so  often  reported  and  that  it  appears,  not  superimposed 
on  the  building  or  on  the  ground,  but  in  the  sky,  where  one  would 

expect  to  see  a flying  saucer. 

I still  think  the  "object"  shown  in  this  picture  is  the  result 
of  some  accident  during  development,  but  because  of  the  factors 
listed  above  I am  submitting  this  print  for  your  opinion  and  for 
insertion  in  your  files.  If  you  would  like  to  see  the  negative  a^ 
well,  please  let  me  know  and  I'll  send  it  to  you. 


Sincerely, 
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